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The following is the State Department's release of Secretary of 
State Dean Rusk's News Gonferencs^ which is authorized for direct 
quotation: 



SECRETARY RUSK: President Johnson stated clearly last night that 

his decision to stop the bombing of North Viet-Kam was based upon specific 
expectations that the Government of South Viet-Wam will participate in the 
discussion of an honorable peace and that the action will bring about a 
deescalabion of the fighting. 

Some Governments and leading personalities have, over many months, 
undertaken to tell us that something good v;ould happen if v/e v;ould 
stop the bombing of North Viet-Nam. It is nox‘j incumbent upon all of those 
who have taken that view to make a maximum effort to ensure that their 
advice has substance in it. We have our own reasons to believe that our 
action is a constructive step, will open the way to serious talks and 
will not endanger our own and allied forces in the field. But we shall 
also be interested in what others may do to insist upon actions by Hanoi 
that will move us toward peace. 

Peace can come to Southeast Asia when Hanoi stops using its armed 
forces to impose a political solution upon South Viet-Wam and Laos, when 
Hanoi and its subordinates stop giving direct assistance to the Red Khmer 
who are causing trouble for the people and Government of Cambodia, and, 
when Hanoi stops training guerrillas and sending arms into northern and 
northeast Thailand, 

I call to your attention the caution expressed by the President 
about the future. Peace has not come to Southeast Asia, There are hard 
days ahea,d, both at the negotiating table and on the field of battle. 

The decision of last evening was not the end of a struggle. It is the 
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you give any indication of what reasons we have to believe 

that this is a constructive step? 

A I think we indicated to you that over the 

weekend things began to clarify in such a way as to give us 

good reason to believe that if the boinbing were stopped 

there would be serious talks in which the Government of 

South Viet-Nam would participate and that those talks 

could proceed under conditions which would be conducive 

to such talks, that is conditions on the field, in the 

actual situation on the ground. 

Now, the President cautioned last night that 

these things can go awry. He said even fomal treaties are 
% 

not always foolproof. We could be disappointed, but there 

1 

is no doubt about not only our expectation but also the 
understanding of the other side with respect to those 
expectations . 

Q We are acting on more than an assumption? 

A We are acting on more than an assumption. 

Q Mr. Secretary, can you comment on the 
timing of President Johnson's announcement? Was it intended 
■jji ajiy way to influence tiie outcome of the election? 
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regard to the internal political pressures that might be 
mobilized if he were to be a candidate- So he freed him- 
self from that kind of pressure. 

Now, obviously, had he moved this decision 
forward for internal reasons without some substantial 
basis for it, he would have been subject to criticism. 

The other half of the question is, "Should he 
have delayed this decision for domestic political reasons?" 
Clearly, the answer is, "No." 

The American people have a right to expect that 

the President of the United States will not deal with these 

! 

issues of war and peace on the basis of internal, passing., 
political considerations. So he did not expedite the 
decision. He did not delay it for internal reasons. 

This matter has had a long history. First, of 
fruitless talks in Paris, where we were talking past 
each other, then in July and August we began to get toward 
the gristle of the matter. We began to get toward the real 
issues. 

In the middle of October, it began to appeat 
that something substantial might develop that would lay 
the basis for a de-escalation of the war, including a 
stop of the bombing. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, a two-part question. Could 
you say with any certainty whether South Vietnam will parti- 
cipate in the talks and secondly, could the U.S. proceed 
with these talks without the participation of South Vietnam? 

A Well, I think South Vietnam will participate 
in the talks. There are certain preliminary questions 
that ought to be resolved in terms of procedures and questions 
of that sort, so that I would expect them to take part. 
Obviously, we cannot discuss matters directly involving 
South Vietnam without their presence and we would suppose 
that their addition to the talks is a majot development 
in the situation, because up until very recently, the 
attitude of Hanoi has been that they would never discuss 
these matters with the Thieu Government of South Vietnam. 

Nov 7 , they have agreed that this will be done. So that 
is an important development. 

Now, in terms of exact dates and that sort of 
thing, I can't pull together today the various develop- 
ments and pieces of news that might evolve in the next 
six or seven days. We will have to wait for further 
developments on that. 

Q Mr. Secretary, to what extent was the South 
Vietnamese Government involved in making this bombing 
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that the situation is different today than it was, say, 
a month ago, three months ago, six months ago. 

Now, I am also saying to all of those who have 
said, oh, things will be wonderful if you stop the bomb- 
ing, we are saying to them, all right, get busy; get busy. 

See what you can do. We have made our move, now you make 
yours . 

So we are saying to them, let's see whether there 
was substance in what you had in mind or not. So we 
think that the move is up to Hanoi and it is up to those 
who are in a position to press Hanoi to move, to make some- 
thing out of this present situation, 

Q Mr. Secretary, what is the U.S. position 
on what the modalities of the broadened talks in Paris should 
be? 

A Generally speaking, our approach, and I do 
not wish to anticipate or predict how individual the points 
might be, our general approach has been to try to set aside 
unnecessary complications with regard to procedures in 
order to get at the substance. It may be the pragmatic 
Anglo-Saxon approach at work, if you wish. But, for 
example, here we have been since what. May 10th, talking 
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that be further delayed? 

A Well, I wouldn't want to try to lay out now 
the order in which different items will be taken up. I 
suppose at the beginning, there will be some discussion 
of procedure and some preliminary matters to be disposed 
of. But in my opening statement today, I tried to point 
rather simply to the circumstances in which there can be 
peace in Southeast Asia. These armed forces of North 
Vietnam that have been thrown into South Vietnam and Laos 
must get out of these countries if there is to be peace. 
They ought to leave these people in Cambodia alone. They 
ought to stop sending guerrillas into Thailand. This is 
so simple and clear that one is astonished sometimes to 
find that it is not generally taken for granted, because . 
that is a basis on which there could be peace in Southeast 
Asia. 

Q Mr. Secretary, do you find it in any way 
ominous that the communique today from the North Vietnamese 
Delegation in Paris speaks of participating in a meeting, 
apparently not commiting them to participate in a series 
of meetings? 

A No, I wouldn't attach any particular 
importance to that. I would assvime they wouldn't expect 
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of the understanding? 

A Well, I won't be pressed beyond what the 
President said on that last night. My best advice on that 
is to wait and see. 

Q Mr. Secretary, to what extent has Hanoi's 
military deterioration affected, would you think, their 
willingness to enter into this? 

A We can't, of course, know everything that 
might be in the minds of the leaders in Hanoi in this 
present situation. I would suppose ;that they must be 
coming to the conclusion if they have not already done so 
that the prospect for a military success for them in 
South Vietnam is very remote. They have suffered very 
great losses this present year. There are very powerful 
South Vietnamese and allied forces in the South. These 
forces are not going to let the forces of Hanoi overrun 
the country. I think it must finally be dawning upon the 
people in Hanoi that they cannot succeed in tleir military 
effort. 

Now, they may have other things in mind. But 
if I were in Hanoi's place, I would see what the possi- 
bilities were at a conference table rather than paying 
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with the National Liberation Front. Do you accept this? 

A We want to talk^^^^^those who are supplying 
75 percent of the forces on the other side in South Vietnam. 
That is Hanoi. We are going to talk . to Hanoi about that 
problem. That is what they are doing, those are their 
people. So it is not true that everything that is going 
on in South Vietnam is for discussion with somebody else. 
This is a matter for Hanoi to resolve. 

Q Mr. Secretary, do you consider another 
Pacific Siommit Conference necessary or desirable or is 
there a role at the conference table for the allied nations 
who are invited? 

A At this particular stage, it is not con- 
templated that the others will be there. We expect to be 
in very close touch with them. We have consulted with 
them very closely over the past period and we have arrange- 
ments for rapid liaison in the event there are any 
developments. But I don't have anything on the possibility 

of a troop contributors summit at the present time. That 

present 

is always a possibility, but there are no/plans for it. 

Q Mr. Secretary, a long time ago, it seems, 
in this war, you used to say that it could be resolved if 



North Viet-Nam would just stop doing what it is doing and 
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the Manila communique. 

Why don;t we get all foreign forces, for example, 

out of Laos and have complete compliance with the Geneva 

Accords of 1962 on Laos? Why can't all foreign forces, 

including North Vietnamese forces, get out of South Vietnam? 

That isn't very complicated. It is utterly simple and it 

is a very quick road to peace. 

Q Your assumption is, then, that if all foreign 
forces ^ of the 

/ got out of South Vietnam, the forces / Government 

of South Vietnam would be able to control the country? 

A They were doing that before the Northerners 

came in. It was only when the Northern. personnel and forces 

came in that we put any combat forces in South Vietnam. 

They were doing it before, why shouldn't they do it again? 
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A Not very much. We have kept in close touch 
with the Soviet Union during this period. I have seen 
the Soviet Ambassador. I think you fellows know about 
most of the times I have seen him. It is a little hard 
to see anybody without your knowledge, I find, in my job. 
But exactly what they have done in their own contacts with 
Hanoi or other people who might be interested in this, we 
frankly don't know. But we have kept in close touch with 
him. 

Q Mr. Secretary, did the Secretary General of 
the United Nations, U Thant, have anything to do, play any 
role in the announcement yesterday? 

A We informed him shortly before the 

announcement was made as to the step we were taking and 
the statement of the President. 

Q Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

[The briefing was then terminated at 4:26 p.m.] 




